
August i 6, 200 1 

Bryan Olson 
EPA Project Coordinator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agenc) 
EPA New England 
One Congress Street. Suite 1100 
Boston, Massachusetts 02 1 14-2023 

Re: GE-PittsFieldlW[ousatonic River Site 
Plant Site 1 Groundwater Management Area (GECD310) 
Modifications to Baseline Monitoring Program 

Dear Mr. Olson: 

By letter of Ma3 18, 2001, the General Electric Con-tpany (GE) provided an upciate on ~ t s  inventory and 
installation of morlitoring wells for the baseline groi~nd\%;rater monitoring program for the Plartt Stte 1 
Grorindwater Mafiagement Area (GMA I )  and proposed seberal n~odifications to the \;cells in that 
program. By Ietter of July 9, 2001, the U.S. Eilvlronmental Protection Agencj (EPIZ) approved those 
proposed r-ilodifications subject to a number of cc,nclitions. -fiereafter, during discussions bet\+een C;E 
and EPA and in a site meeting and malkover on JuI) 18. 2001. attended b_c representatives of GE and 
EPA as well as the R/lassachusetts Department of Ellvironmer~tal Protection (MDEP), EPA agreed to 
certain clarifications and modifications to the condltio~ls in its July 9, 2001 letter. '[he present letter 
documents the clarifications and modifications to EPA7s J~rlq 9, 2001 letter that habe been agreed to by 
GE and EPA. In addition, this letter describes certain other modifications relating to replacement \+ells in 
GklA I ,  including those that were agreed tipon by C;EI and EPA at the site meeting and others that are 
proposed herein based on more recent information. 

ClariEicationsilt20diftcations to EPA's Contfitional Approval Letter 

In discussions between GE and EPA and at the July 18 site meeting, EP,"Ilas agreed to the following 
clarifications and modifications to  the cotlditions in its July 9.2001 letter: 

Condition 1: Re-Suweying of Existing Wells - rhis condttion directed GE3to rc-.tLrrvel) a ntrrxrber of 
listed \-ells. At the July 18 site meeting, EPiI agreed that certairl of these nells rnny he eiim~nated from 
re-st~rveying, as they hate been removed from the GMA I program or have alreadq been re-srrn~eyed hy 
CE or the discrepancy bettveen measured and pre\rousl) reported climensions could be explained 
Specifically, it was agreed that GE ivtll re-suney onl) the fo1lotving uclh,  \%here a discropancq of greater 
than O I foot and surficial damase or heav~ng nere noted. \+ells 63, 95-9, ES2-2iZ, ES2- 17, 1IS 1-1 0, 
LSSC- I 8,?45-8, and MRI- I .  
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Condition 2: Removal of Foreign Matter from Existing WelIs During Redevelopment - Ihis 
condition stared that, as part of debeloping or redeveloping all +\ells that \+i l l  he hampled Jurrr~g tire 
Ghlil, 1 baselme mor~itnring progrant, accumutated silt tvilf be rcrnoxed from all s ~ ~ c h  mells ( r E S  noted 
at the meeting, GE intends to do that and has initiateci this task. If the anal~tical resuIts follo\+ing the 
iriitial sampling event indicate the potential for sanlple conmmination dtte to foreign matter 11.1 a \\ell 
which could not be removed durrng redevelopment, GE wilt ft~rther address the \\elits) 111 yuest~un as part 
of its evaluation of the analytical data. and nlay propose to replace any such \itells 3t that time 

Condition 3: Location of Well GMAl-11 - This corldition directed Cil: not to install rcpface~ner~t fie11 
GMA 1 - I  1 at the location proposed by GF,, but rather within or just do\+ngradient of the fornler 12t: Tank 
Farm. At the meeting, a new location for this \itell \\as agreed upon anif marked in the field. Well 
GktA 1 - I  I ++as installed on August 6.200 1.  

Condition 4: Assessment of LXfWL at We11 95-20 - This condition stated that a trace of LNXPI. was 
detected during the imentory of this \veil. FIo~veker, as GE noted, only a slight sheen and odor were 
noted on the well inventory record for this well. GE agreed to recheck this \\ell for INAPL. as stated in 
this condition. Following the July 18 meeting, well redevelopment activities have been performed at this 
well. During these activities, no NAPL was obsened during initial measurements or in the ground\nater 
which was removed during development. Therefore, GE does not propose to change the cl~tarterly 
monitoring frequency at this well. 

Condition 5: GW-3 Monitoring at Well HR-GI-RnV-3 - As disc~issect during the meeting, \+ell IIR- 
GI-klW-2 was erroneously indicated as a CW-3 perimeter well on tlte figitre which accompanied GE's 
May 18, 2001 update letter. In accordance v,ith EPA Gontlition 5, GE 1% i l l  iitilize \tell FIR-C; 1 -MW-3 for 
GW-3 monitoring in this area. 

Condition 6: Additional GW-2 Monitoring at Piewell Street Area I - This condition stated that 
additional GW-2 compliance wells are needed at Ne\tell Street Area I and it proposed use of \vrlls 1.4-9R 
and FW- 16R for that purpose. 'These wells are currently slated for CW-3 peg irneter monitoring, but are 
not near occupied buildings. At the meeting, EPA agreed that GE need not add these \+ells (or an) ctther 
new wells at Net\ell Street Area I)  as designated GW-2 compliance hells at this time. 11s discussed 
during the meeting, GE will cor~tinue to utilize these \\ells for GW-3 pertrneter ~nonitoring purposes, 
shich .nil1 include analysis of the constituents for which GJY-2 standards exist. Although these \\ells will 
not be classified or reported as GW-2 compliance points, EPA reserves the right to request that additional 
tvells be instaIled near buildings in this area, if wananted fofoltowing ret iew of the analytical results frorn 
these \+ells. 

Condition 7 :  EPA Oversight of Activities - As stated in this condition, GE \\ i l l  contintie to coordinate 
\%ith EPti'tiWeston to provide notification of ttpcoming GhhZ I baseline trlonitoring program acti.irities to 
enable the scheduling of EPA ot.ersight personnel. 

Other Replacement MTe1f Locations 

In addition to the above clarificatrvrrts and modifications to the conditior~s irr EPA's Jrtfy 9. 2001 letter, a 
number of other replacement \-cell locations rtere discussed arid examined and'or ~riodifjcd in the field 
during the Ju1y 18 site visit. A summar?, and update regarding these replacement \%ells is provided below. 

Wells Oulside Current Alerrifl Road Construction Area - During the site t i s i t .  f;E and EPA identified 
several lixations of proposed replacement wells uhich are ol~tside the current Merrill Road cor~strnction 
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area and thus are capable of being installed at thts tirne. Ibese consisted of \\ells P-K, $1-R, 25-R, QQ-K, 
B-IR, MW-6R, and 37R. GE has instatfed the first fkur of' these \\fells as of the present itate. Dt1ri11g 
utility location activities for replacernent %sell I3-IR. existing \\ell B-2 was founct in the ~rc i r~i ty  GI: 
perfomed an in\entorq of this \%elf, v.hich illdicated that the 'LSL'II appears to he rrsable ftrr groundwater 
qualitj morlitoring (althongh repairs to the surfbce cciter \%i f1  be reqtrirecl). I herefore, C;F has proposed to 
utilize well 0-2 in the GMX 1 baseline monitoring program instead of installing replacernent \%ell 8- 1 R, 
and EPA has concurred with that change. GE \b i l l  re-surbey this \tell to resohe a dtscrepancy in its 
locatiorl on prior figures. During the July I8 rtleeting, tt \+as agreed that the locatiort of \\ell MW-6K 
~vould be shifted onto the grassy right-of-\\a> west of the entrancewaq to the artto dealerst~ip for safety 
purposes and to prevent damage to tfle \.tell due to traffic entering the propert). C;E may need to f~~r ther  
modify this well location d t ~ e  to the presence of utilities which power lights ant1 signs in this area. Anq 
change in the location is expected to be minor and GE anticipates that this \+ell m i l l  be installed shortly. 
The status of \+ell 37R is discussed below. 

Replacement \Yell 37R - This well was originally intended to replace \sell 37, tshich was located in the 
center of Newell Street, between East Street and the I-Iousatonic River. 'The \sell was planned to serve a 
dual purpose: ( I )  as a GW-2 monitoring point in the vicinity of seberal occupied buildings in East Street 
Area I-South; and (2) to assess potential preferential path-ajs beneath Newel1 Street, as proposed in 
CE's January 11,  2001 Supyletnenfal Phuse II Scopc of Work for Ecrst Street Areiz I-Soufli. F-lowever, 
following a walkover of this area, a suitable \+ell location could not be icientified lvhich woultf accc)mplish 
the two goals listed above. Therefore, the location of well 37R mas rnodificci to be removed from the 
road further east into an open area between the buildings in this area to allow its use as a GMr-2 \\ell. GE 
has proposed an alternate approach to address potential preferential path\%nys irt this area in its Atigust 2, 
200 1 Revised Supplementul Phase iI Scope of Ft'ork$>r EL IS^ ,F%reet .Ires I-Sozirh. C i F  will in\tall kvell 
37R after obtaining access from the property ox+ner where the well will be located. 

Wells Within Active filerrill Road Construction Area - During the site \isit, certain other proposed 
replacement wells were identified as remaining vithin the actise area of Merrill Road constr~lctiot-1 or 
equipment staging areas, and it \\as thus agreed that these wells cannot be installed at this tirne. 'These 
xvells include: 60R, 72R, 31R, and LI,-R. GE will continue to monitor constrtrction activities and will 
endeavor to install these wells as constrtiction is completed. 

Replacement Well 26R - Finally, it appears that the location of replacernent nell 26R may fall &;thin the 
footprint of the Future City Recreational Area to be constructed in East Street Area 2-South, given the 
design modifications that are being considered for this recreational area. Therefore, with EPA's 
concurrence, installation of this well will be delayed until the final design for the Frttrire Citj Recreational 
Area is agreed upon by GE and the City. If necessary, GE may relocate this well slightly to ertsur-e that it 
does not obstruct future remediation or constn~ction actik ities in the Futtlre C ' i t j  Recreational Area. 

As stated in GE's May 18, 2001 update letter, GE wiIi probide EPA \+it11 ;z letter reportii~g on a11 of the 
ongoing GMA I activities and propose any additional schedule inodificaticrns by liirlgrtst 23, 2001 (i e., 
within 45 days from EPA"s Ju1y 9.2001 et>nclrtional approiat letter). 
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Ptease call John Novotny or me if you have an3 questions regarding this letter or other acrivities related to 
the Plant Sire I Groundlliater hfanagement Area. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew T. Silfer, P.E. 
GE Project Coordinator 

r 

cc: M. Nalipinski, EPA 
T. Gonway, EPA 
H. Inglis, EPA 
D. Jamros, Weston 
K.C. Mitkevicius, USACE 
A. Weinberg, MDEP 
R. Bell, MDEP 
J.1,. Cutler, MDEP 
T. Angus, MDEP 
S. Keydel, MDEP 
D. Young, MA EOEA 
N.E. Harper, MA h G  
Mayor G. Doyle, City of Pittsfield 
J. Bernstein, Bernstein, Cushner & Kirnrnel 
T. Bowers, Gradient 
M. Carroli, GE 
R. McLaren, GE 
J. Novotny, GE 
J. Nuss, BBL 
J. Bieke, Shea &: Cardner 
J. Ciampa, Spectra 
Public Information Repositories 
CE Internal Repositories 


